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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 
1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is eligible 
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has 
been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 12/19/2005 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

2 Applicant's amendment received on December 19, 2005 is acknowledged and entered. 
The applicant has amended claims 1, 6, 10 and 12, canceled claims 11 and 13. . Currently 
claims 1-10, and 12 are pending for examination. 

Response to Arguments 
3. 1 . Applicants arguments with respect to currently amended claims 1-6 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection necessitated due to 
amendments. 

The applicant has argued (see Remarks, page 8, lines 5-12) that Friedman does 
not teach communicating with an antimicrobial treatment device but rather such as patient care 
devices as pumps, etc. and therefore fails to teach the limitations of claim 1. In response to 
applicant's arguments against the references individually, one cannot show nonobviousness by 
attacking references individually where the rejections are based on combinations of references, 
that is Friedman and Sanaka, wherein Sanaka discloses information management systems for 
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tracking antimicrobial devices, such as sterilizer. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 
(CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

Similarly, the applicant's argument that Sanaka teaches one-way communication is not 
persuasive because one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually 
where the rejections are based on combinations of references, that is Friedman and Sanaka, 
wherein Freidman clearly teaches two-way communication between the server and the devices 
and clients. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 
800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

3.2. In view of the amendments made to claims 1, 6, 10 and 12 and cancellation of claims 1 1 
and 13 rejection of claims 1 1 and 13 under 35 USC 1 12, first paragraph and rejection of claims 
10-13 under 35 USC 112, second paragraph are withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4 The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

4.1. Claims 1-2, 4-10 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Friedman et al. (US Publication 2005/0137653), hereinafter, referred to Friedman in view of 
Sanaka et al. (US Patent 5,696,896), hereinafter referred to Sanaka. 

Regarding claim 1, Friedman discloses an information management system (see 
Fig.1 and paragraph 0013) for tracking instruments, comprising: 
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at least one instrument tracking client, each instrument tracking client installed on a 
respective general purpose computer (see at least paragraph 0041 and the reference 
numbers "34", "36", "38", ..."42"... "46" I Fig.1. The computer systems represented by 
numbers "34", "36", "38", ..."42"... "46" are associated with different departments and 
correspond device/instrument tracking clients installed on computer systems to 
communicate with other server/computer via communication network); 

at least one antimicrobial treatment device (See Fig.1, reference number "12" [also at 
least paragraphs 0042-0043] which is a computerized medical device capable of bi- 
directional communication with the information system server "30"). Note: Both the claim 
limitation and the applicant's specification do not elaborate on the functional details of this 
device except that the communication server can send commands to it and receives data 
from it. Sending commands and receiving data is also performed by "12" medical device 
disclosed in Friedman. Freidman does not disclose that the device is an antimicrobial 
treatment device for reducing microbial contamination of a medical instrument by means of 
at least one treatment agent. However, in the same field of endeavor, Sanaka discloses an 
information management system for tracking a sterilizer, that is antimicrobial treatment 
device which is capable for reducing microbial contamination of a medical instrument by 
means of at least one treatment agent (see at least "15 Sterilizer " in Fig.1 which 
corresponds to antimicrobial device, also see col.4, lines 50-57). In view of Sanaka, it would 
have been obvious to one of an ordinary skilled in the art at the time of the applicant's 
invention to have modified Friedman to include stabilizer along with other medical devices, 
such as pumps, physiological monitors, etc. because it will enhance Friedman's information 
management system to include monitoring the functioning of sterilizers/washers which, as 
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known to one of an ordinary skilled in the art are used in hospitals to wash and sterilize the 
medical instruments . 

Friedman also does not teach that the instrument tracking client assigns a device 
identifier for identifying each of the antimicrobial treatment devices and a load identifier for 
identifying medical instruments treated together using a first antimicrobial treatment 
process. However, in the same field of endeavor, Sanaka discloses assigning a device 
identifier for identifying each of the antimicrobial treatment devices and a load identifier for 
identifying medical instruments treated together using a first antimicrobial treatment process 
(see at least Figs.9, 31 and col. 12, lines 30-55). In view of Sanaka, it would have been 
obvious to one of an ordinary skilled in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to have 
modified Friedman/Sanaka as already applied to claim 1 above to include the feature that 
the clients monitoring the functioning of sterilizers/washers assigns a device identifier for 
identifying each of the antimicrobial treatment devices and a load identifier for identifying 
medical instruments treated together using a first antimicrobial treatment process because it 
will enable the clients to correlate the items being sterilized, such as lenses in Sanaka, to 
be identified as when and in which sterilizer run they were sterilized and to generate and 
store such records for future references. 

Friedman discloses a communication server interface in bi-directional communication 
with the at least one instrument tracking client and the at least one antimicrobial treatment 
device, said communication server interface programmed to: 

request data from the at least one antimicrobial treatment device, transmit requests 
from the at least one instrument tracking client, receive first data from the at least one 
antimicrobial treatment device, receive requests from the at least one instrument tracking 
client, said requests including (1) the device identifier and (20 the load identifier, transmit 
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data to the at least one instrument tracking client, (for all above functions, (see at least Fig.1 
and paragraphs 0013, 0042-0043 wherein tt Hospital information system server u 30* is 
capable of communicating with both instrument tracking clients and the treatment device, to 
transmit and receive requests and data) and request data fro an instrument client (see at 
least paragraphs 0049-0050 which disclose that data pertaining to patient specific 
information , etc can be asked from client computers, such as 34, 36, etc. and therefore this 
application when applied to Friedman/Sanaka as applied above would result in requesting 
data such as assigned numbers of lot numbers for sterilizing contents in a sterilizer from the 
clients as described in Sanaka, see Fig.9,31 and col. 12, lines 30-55). 

Regarding claim 2, Friedman in view of Sanaka discloses that the information 
management system according to claim 1, wherein said communication server interface 
includes a communication server installed on a general purpose computer system (see 
Friedman, at least paragraph 0052-0053). 

Regarding claim 4, Friedman in view of Sanaka discloses an information 
management system according to claim 1 , wherein said system further comprises a 
computer network for connecting said respective general purpose computer system with 
said communication server interface (see Freidman, at least Fig.1 and paragraph 0041). 

Regarding claim 5, Friedman in view of Sanaka discloses that the information 
management system according to claim 1 , wherein said antimicrobial treatment device is 
selected from the group consisting of a sterilizer and a washer (Already covered in claim 1 
that the device is a sterilizer). 
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Regarding claim 10, Freidman in view of Sanaka discloses that the treatment device 
responds to said command by transmission of data from at least one device to the server 

interface (see at least paragraph 0013, u including querying the medical device about 

the status of the medical device and for receiving information fro the medical device 
representative of the status of the medical device...") 

Regarding claims 6-9, and 12 their limitations are closely parallel to the limitations of 
claims 1-2 and 4-5 and are therefore analyzed and rejected on the same basis. 

4.2. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Friedman in view 
of Sanaka as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of Mukherjee (US Patent 6,314,415). 

Regarding claim 3, Friedman in view of Sanaka does not discloses that said 
communication server in claim 2 is implemented as at least one of a Component Object 
Model (COM), a COM+, and a Distributed Component Object Model (DCOM). However, 
Mukherjee discloses use of Component Object Model (COM), a COM+, and a Distributed 
Component Object Model (DCOM) (see at least col.5, lines 23-46 and col.6, lines 37-col.7, 
line 27). In view of Mukherjee, it would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to have modified Sanaka to incorporate 
Mukherjee's teaching of using Component Object Model (COM), a COM+, and a Distributed 
Component Object Model (DCOM) because it will facilitate insertion of components [COM] 
into various systems and configurations and avoiding redundant and unnecessary 
information and permit changes to the user interfaces without relying on "hard coded" 
software (see Mukherjee, col.2, lines 19-24). 
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Conclusion 



5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

WO 2005/048041 A2 to Zwingenberger discloses a computerized method and system to 
identify analyze and record information associated with disinfection and sterilization procedures 
(see at least Abstract). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Yogesh C. Garg whose telephone number is 571-272-6756. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F(8:30-4:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wynn Coggins can be reached on 571-272-7159. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-directuspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 ttoll-free). 




Yogesh C Garg 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3625 
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3/1/2006 



